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Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-28 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^3 Claim(s) 7-28 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

II) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) [X] Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) C3 Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) O Notice of Informal Patent Application 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No7Mail Date 20071212 



I' 

Application/Control Number: Page 2 

10/644,995 

Art Unit: 2621 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 10/22/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant argues that Heo fails to teach or suggest the features of generating 
a dummy video sync signal when there is no video signal included in the reproduced 
signal; and transmitting, to an output device, the dummy video sync signal along with 
the reproduced signal, the reproduced signal including an audio signal, but no video 
signal, and Okura fails to teach or suggest "transmitting, to an output device, the dummy 
video sync signal along with the reproduced signal, the reproduced signal including an 
audio signal, but no video signal". 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. The combination of Heo and 
Okura teach "generating a dummy video sync signal when there is no video signal 
included in the reproduced signal" as indicated in column 4 and lines 47-51 of Okura. 
Okura teaches that an internal synchronizing signal is generated by separating a 
synchronizing signal from a video signal when the video signal is input by the 
synchronizing signal generation circuit, and when no video signal is input, the 
synchronizing signal generation circuit outputs an internal synchronizing signal of a 
prescribed frequency (which is equivalent to a dummy video sync signal). The 
combination of Heo and Okura further teach "transmitting, to an output device, the 
dummy video sync signal along with the reproduced signal, the reproduced signal 
including an audio signal, but no video signal" as indicated in column 24 and lines 56-65 



4 

Application/Control Number: Page 3 

10/644,995 

Art Unit: 2621 

of Heo. Therefore, the combination of Heo and Okura teach "generating a dummy video 
sync signal when there is no video signal included in the reproduced signal" and 
"transmitting, to an output device, the dummy video sync signal along with the 
reproduced signal, the reproduced signal including an audio signal, but no video signal." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 8-14, 15-18, 20, and 22-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Heo (US 6,222,983 B1) in view of Okura 
(5,926,602). 

* 

Consider claims 1 and 15, Heo teaches a method for generating dummy video 
sync signals in a data recording medium player, the method comprising: reading out a 
signal recorded on a data recording medium and reproducing the read-out signal (312 
of Fig. 29); transmitting, to an output device, the dummy video sync signal along with 
the reproduced signal, the reproduced signal including an audio signal, but no video 
signal (col. 24 and lines 56-65 and Fig. 31 ). However, Heo fails to explicitly teach 
generating a dummy video sync signal when there is no video signal included in the 
reproduced signal. 

Okura teaches teach generating a dummy video sync signal when there is no video signal included in the reproduced signal 
(col. 4, lines 47-51). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to generate a dummy video sync signal when there is no video signal included in the reproduced signal to adds a color burst 
signal to an output signal from the D/A conversion circuit in synchronization with the reference frequency signal. 
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Consider claims 2 and 16, Heo teaches the method, further comprising: if there 
are video and audio signals in the reproduced signal, transmitting the video and audio 
signals in the reproduced signal to the output device (Fig. 31 ). 

Consider claims 3 and 17, Heo teaches the method, wherein the data recording 

\ 

medium is an optical disc (51 1 of Fig. 31 indicates that the recording medium is a DVD 
that is an optical disc). 

Consider claims 4 and 18, Heo teaches the method, wherein the optical disc is 
an audio-only optical disc, whereby the dummy video sync signal is transmitted to the 
output device, along with an audio signal read/reproduced from the audio-only optical 
disc (517 of Fig. 31 indicates that the recording medium is an audio-only optical disc). 

Consider claims 6 and 20, Heo teaches the method, wherein the audio-only 
optical disc is a DVD audio disc (Fig. 31 ). 

Consider claims 8 and 22, Heo teaches the method, wherein the data recording 
medium player is an optical disc player, such that the reading out and reproducing steps 
are performed in the optical disc player (col. 4, lines 45-47). 

Consider claims 9 and 23, Heo teaches the method, wherein the generating 
and transmitting steps are performed by the optical disc player (Fig. 29). 

Consider claims 10 and 24, Heo and Okura fail to teach the method, wherein in 
the transmitting step, the output device is a television. 

The examiner takes official notice that the output device is a television. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to use a television as the output device since a television is a 
common output device in the art. 

Consider claims 11 and 25, Heo teaches the method, further comprising: 
reading out navigation information stored on the data recording medium; and storing the 
read navigation information in a storage unit of the data recording medium player (411 
of Fig. 30 and 51 3 of Fig. 31). 

Consider claims 12 and 26, Heo teaches the method, further comprising: 
identifying a type of the data recording medium based on the navigation information, 
when a play operation is requested; and determining whether or not the data recording 
medium is an audio-only recording medium based on the identifying result (515 of Fig. 
31). 

Consider claims 13 and 27, Heo teaches The method, wherein the generating 
step includes: determining whether or not there is a video signal included in the 
reproduced signal even if the determining step determines that the data recording 
medium is an audio-only recording medium (col. 28, lines 31-37). 

Consider claims 14 and 28, Heo teaches the method, wherein the generating 
step determines that there is no video signal included in the reproduced signal if the 
determining step determines that the data recording medium is an audio-only recording 
medium (Fig. 31). 
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3. Claims 5 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Heo (US 6,222,983 B1) in view of Okura (5,926,602) as applied to claims 1, 3, and 4 
above, and further in view of Mori (US 2001/0024568 A1). 

Consider claims 5 and 19, Heo and Okura teach all the limitations in claims 1 , 

3, and 4 but fail to teach the method, wherein the audio-only optical disc is a CD or an 
optical disc recorded with MP3 audio data. 

Mori teaches the method, wherein the audio-only optical disc is a CD or an 
optical disc recorded with MP3 audio data ([0007]). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a CD 
recorded with MP3 audio data since MP3 compression scheme is more efficient. 

4. Claims 7 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Heo (US 6,222,983 B1) in view of Okura (5,926,602) as applied to claims 1 above, and 
further in view of Furuhata et al. (4,688,081 ). 

Consider claims 7 and 21 , Heo and Okura teach all the limitations in claim 1 but 
fail to teach the method, wherein the dummy video sync signal has a same frequency 
as a sync signal frequency of a general video signal. 

Furuhata et al. teach the method, wherein the dummy video sync signal has a 
same frequency as a sync signal frequency of a general video signal (col. 1 1 and lines 
34-43). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to generate a sync signal that has the same frequency as 
those of the sync signal to keep the frequency stable. 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tat Chi Chio whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
9563. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 8:30 AM-6:00 PM 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on (571)-272-7382. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 000. 
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